HPNS RADIOLOGICAL BUILDING RG EVALUATION (and other topics)
Update, August 10, 2021

Recent history

e  August 20, 2020: EPA letter stating EPA’s inability to support Navy’s RESRAD BUILD
(RRB) risk estimates and concur with the Navy’s protectiveness determination

e March 29, 2021: first DRC-level meeting

e April 22, 2021: Navy submittal of new RRB simulations responding to concerns
identified in EPA’s August 2020 letter

e July 8, 2021: second DRC-level meeting
e July 15,2021 and July 20, 2021: EPA risk calculations to Navy and Navy comments

e July 22,2021: third DRC-level meeting

e July 23,2021: Navy sent “pre-draft final evaluation” of building RGs based on
RESRAD BUILD calculations

o August4,2021: EPA response to Navy’s 7/20 comments, and summary of our
outstanding concerns with the Navy’s RRB calculations (enclosed)

e August 6, 2021: Update to OSRTI and FFRRO

EPA evaluation

o Most recent EPA calculations show risks associated with remediation goals for most
radionuclides of concern in the risk range (<1 x 10-4) if key assumptions verified.

e Key obstacle is how to verify assumptions: i) removable fraction and ii) assumed
area of contamination

Other issues

e Planned PEER meeting with Carlton Waterhouse

s Strontium-90 exceedances
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